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State of Rhode Island 
1998 
Report 
on the Judiciary 
' 
Robert C Harrall 
Letter of Transmittal 
It is my pleasure to transmit the 1998 Annua] 
Report on the judicial Department as required by § 8-15-7 
of the Rhode Island General Laws. 
The report highlights the activities of the judicial 
system during calendar year 1998 and serves to inform the 
honorable members of the General Assembly and the pub-
lic of those proceedings. 
The publication of this report was made possible 
through the efforts of the staff members of the unified 
court system and especially those of the State Court Ad-
ministrative Office. Appreciation to those members who 
participated is extended. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Robert C. Harrall 
State Court Administrator 
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To the Honorable Members 
of the General Assembly 
To the Honorable Members of the General Assembly: 
During the year 1998 the state judiciary continued to handle 
a great volume of litigation in the trial courts of our state. The Supreme 
Court maintained its substantial currency and disposed of more cases 
than were filed. Generally the disposition rates in the Superior, Family, 
District, and Workers' Compensation Courts were impressive. 
The year 1998 brought great public attention to the opera-
tions of the Administrative Adjudication Court. Criticism of the man-
agement of that court resulted in a formation of a task force consisting 
of representatives of all three branches of state government as well as a 
prominent public member. The task force worked diligently through-
out the year and made recommendations to the General Assembly 
which resulted in the filing of comprehensive legislation that is under 
consideration during the 1999 session of the General Assembly. 
I am of the opinion that the recommended legislation will 
remedy the principle shortcomings of the Administrative Adjudica-
tion Court and will continue its operation as a traffic tribunal under 
the administrative supervision of the Chief Judge of the District Court. 
The mettle of our government is often tested by adversity. It 
is not the occurrence of adversity that will characterize our judicial 
system, but our response to such adversity. I believe that our response 
has been appropriate and careful. We have obtained the best advice 
from the National Center for State Courts as well as other sources of 
expert analysis. 
I should like to express my gratitude to the General Assem-
bly and to the Governor for their consistent support of our efforts to 
improve and expand the services provided by the judicial system of 
the state of Rhode Island. 
Sincerely Yours, 
Chief Justice Joseph R. Weisberger 
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Joseph R. Weisberger 
Chief justice 
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R h o d e I s l a n d C o u r t S t r u c t u r e 
RHODE ISLAND'S UNIFIED C O U R T SYSTEM 
Rhode Island has six state-funded courts. The District, Family, Administrative Adjudication, and Work-
ers' Compensation Courts are trial courts of limited jurisdiction. The Superior Court is the general trial court, and 
the Supreme Court is the court of review. The Supreme Court Chief Justice, executive head of the state court 
system, has authority over the judicial budget. The Chief Justice appoints a state court administrator and staff to 
handle these budgetary and administrative tasks. Each individual court, however, has both a chief judge and an 
administrator to handle internal court management. 
SUPREME COURT 
5 Justices-1 Magistrate-Staff 127 
Administrative Office 
APPEALS 
FAMILY COURT 
12 Justices-4 Magistrates-Staff 149 
Juvenile: Wayward/ Delinquent, 
Dependancy/Neglect/Child 
Abuse Termination of Parental Rights, 
Adoption, Mental Health Commit-
ments, Consent for Abortion-Minors 
Adult: Contributing to Delinquency, 
Nonsupport, Paternity, 
Criminal Child Abuse 
Domestic Relations: Divorce, Support. 
Custody, Domestic Assault 
WRIT OF 
CERTIORARI 
WORKERS' 
COMPENSATION COURT 
10 Judges-Staff; 44 
Appellate Division 
All Controversies Regarding 
Workers' Compensation Claims 
SUPERIOR COURT 
22Justices-2 Magistrates-Staff. 135 
Criminal: All Felonies 
Civil: Over $5,000, Equity, 
Condemnation. Extradition, All Jury 
Trials, Mandamus, Habeas Corpus, 
Probate Appeals, Zoning Board Appeals 
| APPEALS"| 
DISTRICT COURT 
13 Judges-1 Magistrate-Staff 73 
Criminal: Violations, Misdemeanors, 
Felony Initial Appearance 
Civil: Under $10,000, Small Claims, 
Mental Health, Housing Code 
Administrative Agency Appeals 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
ADJUDICATION COURT 
5 Judges-Staff. 65 
Appellate Division 
All Non-criminal Matters Regarding Traffic 
Cases: Control of Traffic Summons; Driver 
Training Schools; Driver Accident and 
Violation Records. Review of Traffic Offense 
Decisions of Municipal Courts and Appeals 
from the Division of Motor Vehicles 
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APPEALS 
S U P R E M E C O U R T 
The Supreme Court has final 
appellate jurisdiction over questions 
of law and equity, supervisory pow-
ers over other state courts, and gen-
eral advisory responsibility to the leg-
islative and the executive branches of 
state government concerning the 
constitutionality of legislation. The 
Supreme Court is also responsible for 
regulating admission to the Rhode Is-
land Bar and disciplining its mem-
bers. 
The Supreme Court has an ad-
ministrative office that oversees all per-
sonnel matters, fiscal concerns, and 
purchasing functions for the entire 
state court system. The administra-
tive office also performs a wide range 
of managerial tasks, including the de-
velopment and operation of auto-
mated information systems for all 
courts; long-range planning; the col-
lection, analysis, and reporting of in-
formation on court caseloads and op-
erations; the development and imple-
mentation of management-improve-
ment projects in specified areas; and 
the supervision of facilities. 
The State Law Library, which is 
also under the direction of the Su-
preme Court, provides reference ma-
terials and research services for judges 
and court staff as well as serving as 
the only comprehensive public law 
library in the state. 
Superior and Family Courts 
Providence and 
Bristol Counties 
Kent County 
Washington County 
Newport County 
S U P E R I O R C O U R T 
Superior Court is the trial court of 
genera] jurisdiction. Civil matters in-
volving claims in excess of $5,000 and 
all equity proceedings are heard here. 
Superior Court also has original juris-
diction over all felony cases. As a con-
sequence, all indictments by grand ju-
ries and informations charged by the 
Department of the Attorney General 
are returned to this court. 
Superior Court also hears appeals 
from decisions of local Probate and Mu-
nicipal Courts. In addition, criminal 
and civil cases tried in the District Court, 
except as specifically provided by stat-
ute, are also brought to the Superior 
Court on appeal for a trial de novo. 
Other types of appeals and statu-
tory proceedings such as redevelopment, 
land condemnation, zoning appeals, and 
enforcement of arbitrator's awards, also 
fell under Superior Court jurisdiction. 
Finally, Superior Court shares con-
current jurisdiction with the Supreme 
Court over writs of habeas corpus and 
mandamus and certain other preroga-
tive writs. Appeals from the Superior 
Court are heard by the Supreme Court. 
Family Court 
Family Court was created to fo-
cus attention on problems involv-
ing families and children. Its goals 
are to assist, to protect, and if pos-
sible, to restore families whose well 
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being or unity has been or is threat-
ened. This court also insures that chil-
dren within its jurisdiction receive the 
care, guidance, and control condu-
cive to their welfare and the best in-
terests of the state. If children are 
removed from their parents, the court 
also seeks to provide them with the 
equivalent of high quality parental 
care. 
Family Court has jurisdiction to 
hear all petitions for divorce and any 
motions in conjunction with di-
vorce proceedings, such as property 
distribution, alimony, support, and 
child custody. It hears petitions for 
separate maintenance and complaints 
regarding support for parents and 
children. It has jurisdiction over mat-
ters relating to delinquent, wayward, 
dependent, neglected, abused, or 
mentally deficient or disordered chil-
dren. It also has jurisdiction over adop-
tions, child marriages, paternity pro-
ceedings, and other matters involv-
ing domestic relations and juveniles. 
Appeals from Family Court deci-
sions are taken directly to the Supreme 
Court. 
D I S T R I C T C O U R T 
Since most people appearing be-
fore a court in this state initially ap-
pear in District Court, this court has 
been divided into five divisions to 
1998 Report on the Judiciary 
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District Court 
Divisions 
2nd Division 
3rd Division 
4 th Division 
5th Division 
6th Division 
provide easy geographic access to the 
court system. 
District Court jurisdiction in-
cludes small claims, violations of mu-
nicipal ordinances and regulations, 
and misdemeanors when the right to 
a jury trial in the first instance has been 
waived. If a defendant invokes the 
right to a jury trial, the case is trans-
ferred to the Superior Court. Appeals 
from District Court decisions go to the 
Superior Court for trial de novo. 
Violations and hearings on invol-
untary hospitalization under the men-
tal-health, drug-abuse, and alcoholism 
laws also fall under District Court ju-
risdiction. District Court hears appeals 
from and orders compliance with the 
subpoenas and rulings of the state tax 
administrator and several regulatory 
agencies and boards. District Court 
also hears violations of state and local 
housing codes except when a Munici-
pal Court has been established to 
handle these matters. Decisions in all 
these areas are subject to review by the 
Supreme Court only. 
W O R K E R S ' 
C O M P E N S A T I O N 
C O U R T 
T h e W o r k e r s ' C o m p e n s a t i o n 
C o m m i s s i o n wa s es tab l i shed in 1 9 5 4 
a n d f u n c t i o n e d i n d e p e n d e n t l y un t i l 
it w a s m a d e p a n o f u n i f i e d cou r t sys-
t e m in 1 9 9 1 . T h e cou r t ha s j u r i sd i c -
t i on ove r d i s p u t e s b e t w e e n e m p l o y -
ees a n d e m p l o y e r s in re l a t ion to c o m -
pensat ion for occupat iona l disabi l i t ies , 
the reasonableness of medica l and hos-
p i ta l b i l l s , a n d the ex t en t a n d d u r a -
t ion o f a d i sab i l i t y . 
The workers' compensation stat-
utes establish that employers assume 
the cost of occupational disabilities 
without regard to fault. 
Six basic objectives underlie 
workers' compensation laws: 
• To provide sure, prompt, and rea-
sonable income and medical 
benefits to work-accident vic-
tims or income benefits to their 
dependents, regardless of fault. 
• To provide a single remedy and to 
reduce court delays, costs, and 
work loads arising out of per-
sonal-injury litigation. 
• To relieve public and private chari-
ties of financial drains incident 
to uncompensated occupational 
disabilities. 
• To regulate payment of fees to law-
yers and witnesses as well as 
time-consuming trials and ap-
peals. 
• To encourage maximum employer 
interest in safety and rehabili-
tation through an appropriate 
experience-rating mechanism. 
• To promote frank study of the causes 
of accidents (rather than con-
cealment of fault), thereby reduc-
ing the number of preventable 
accidents and consequent hu-
man suffering. Appeals from 
Workers' Compensation Court 
decisions are first heard by an 
appellate division within the 
court. The appellate division is 
a three-judge panel made up of 
any three judges of the court 
other than the trial judge. This 
panel first determines if a basis 
for appeal exists by reviewing 
the transcript and the record of 
the case along with arty b r i e f s or 
memoranda of law submitted 
by the appellant. If a basis is 
found, the panel hears oral ar-
gument and enters a final deci-
sion. 
If either party is aggrieved by the 
decision of the appellate division, that 
party may petition the Supreme Court 
by writ of certiorari. 
A D M I N I S T R A T I V E 
A D J U D I C A T I O N 
C O U R T 
The Administrative Adjudica-
tion Court (AAC) was established in 
1992 to succeed the Administrative 
Adjudication Division (AAD) of the 
Department of Transportation. Oper-
ating under title 31, chapter 43, of 
the General Laws, the AAC is respon-
sible for hearing most traffic cases, for 
distributing and controlling traffic 
summonses, for operating driver-re-
training schools, and for maintaining 
accurate driver accident and violation 
records. The AAC hears appeals from 
the Division of Motor Vehicles and the 
Municipal Courts. 
The AAC also has an appellate 
panel. Appeals are reviewed by a panel 
of three neutral judges. The appellate 
panel hears appeals from aggrieved 
motorists who have appeared before a 
single judge for a trial. All appeals from 
the AAC are by writ of certiorari to 
the Supreme Court. 
Prior to 1975 all traffic offenses 
in Rhode Island, except parking, were 
criminal violations (misdemeanors or 
felonies) and were heard by the Dis-
trict Court. With the establishment 
of the AAC, most traffic offenses were 
decriminalized and placed under the 
jurisdiction of this quasi-judicial body. 
Those that were not decriminalized 
are still handled by the District Court 
and include driving under the influ-
ence of alcohol or drugs, reckless driv-
ing, driving without a valid license, or 
leaving the scene of an accident. 
The advantage of an AAC is that 
traffic offenses are processed as civil 
matters rather than as criminal mat-
ters, thereby focusing attention on the 
traffic-safety aspect of the violation. 
In addition, the court has the resource 
of a driver-retraining school for chronic 
violators, and a driver history can be 
developed to determine the most ap-
propriate course of action to follow 
with individual violators. The AAC 
handles a caseload of more than 
200,000 violations and 70,000 sus-
pensions annually and collects a total 
of $14 million to $18 million each 
fiscal year. 
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1 9 9 8 R e p o r t on t h e D o m e s t i c A b u s e 
V i c t i m A d v o c a c y P r o g r a m 
Since 1988 the Supreme Court has contracted 
with the Rhode Island Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence to administer a court-based domestic-abuse victim-
advocacy program. The statewide program was established 
in accordance with R.I.G.L. §§ 12-28-10 and 12-29-7. 
The advocacy program helps victims of domestic violence 
to obtain protection through the criminal and the civil sys-
tems in the Family Court, the District Court, and the Supe-
rior Court. 
The coalition is an association of six nonprofit 
domestic-violence prevention programs including the 
Blackstone Shelter, the Elizabeth Buffum Chase House, the 
Newport County Women's Resource Center, Sojourner 
House, the Women's Center of Rhode Island, and the 
Women's Resource Center of South County. 
The victim-advocacy program has three compo-
nents. Victim advocates are assigned in each of the divisions 
of the District Court to assist victims of misdemeanor crimes 
involving domestic violence. In addition, the coalition as-
sists victims of domestic violence in obtaining civil protec-
tive orders in the Family or the District Courts throughout 
the state. The third component, located in Superior Court 
in Providence County, serves those domestic-abuse victims 
whose cases have resulted in the filing of felony charges. In 
addition to assisting victims through the court process, the 
advocates help victims to protect themselves and their chil-
dren and to obtain other support services. 
In 1998 the program provided services to almost 
9,000 domestic-abuse victims. Of those victims, more than 
5,100 were assisted through the criminal justice system in the 
District Court, and 250 victims were assisted through the 
Superior Court in Providence County. Another 2,804 were 
assisted in obtaining restraining orders from the Family Court, 
and an additional 1,057 victims were assisted in obtaining 
restraining orders in the District Court. All of these figures 
represent an increase over 1996. Since the inception of the 
Victim Advocacy Program, the Rhode Island Coalition Against 
Domestic Violence and its member agencies have provided 
comprehensive assistance to victims of domestic violence in 
more than 78,000 cases. 
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1 9 9 8 R e p o r t on t h e 
V i c t i m S e r v i c e s U n i t 
Justice Assistance is a private, nonprofit organization 
that has operated Project Victim Services since 1985 under a 
stare court contract. This project provides support, counseling, 
and advocacy for Rhode Island crime victims. Project Victim 
Services requests each victim to complete and return to Justice 
Assistance a victim-impact statement that records physical, fi-
nancial, emotional, and/or other losses that have resulted from 
or reflect the impact of the criminal action. The statement be-
comes pan of the court record and may be used to assess dam-
ages, restitution, fees, fines, or other terms of sentence. In addi-
tion, Project Victim Services answers clients' questions, prepares 
them for court proceedings, and provides them with practical as 
well as emotional assistance. 
The program assisted 7,160 crime victims in 1998. 
In addition to the court contract, Justice Assistance receives 
financial support from the Governor's Justice Commission, 
the Violent Crimes Indemnity Fund, and private-sector 
contributions. 
Enrollment 
• Disposition Outcome 
Bench Warrant Issued 
Case Dismissed 
Entered Diversion Program 
Cases Filed 
Cases Filed with Restitution 
Guilty 
Not Guilty 
Nolo Contendre 
Cases Passed for Trial 
Cases Waived 
Pending 
Services Provided 
Case Status Notification 
C ourt Escort 
Crime Impact Statements 
Crisis Counseling 
Employer Intervention 
Referral Service 
Restitution Service. 
System Orientation 
Domestic Violence Counseling 
Community Services 
AIDS Testing 
Substance Abuse Counseling 
Mental Health Counseling 
* Not available. 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
4,079 5,425 5,912 6,061 7,160 
549 293 361 464 219 
96 83 26 22 17 
30 18 44 38 20 
13 262 200 779 1,574 
3 1,145 1,293 128 378 
5 1 1 1 0 
2 2 3 0 0 
1,483 1,403 1,011 939 3,125 
604 526 222 169 75 
43 26 25 9 7 
1,230 2,497 2,816 3,512 5,052 
2,868 3,006 3,414 4,204 6,016 
354 203 292 227 128 
1,245 1,699 1,819 2,572 2313 
28 285 477 9 4 
2 0 0 0 0 
402 154 176 394 506 
4 279 167 779 413 
2,895 3,000 2,873 4,179 3,560 
* 168 469 
* 129 279 
* 9 26 
* 72 82 
* 18 21 
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T h e B u d g e t f o r t h e 
R h o d e I s l a n d C o u r t s 
FIVE YEAR COMPARISON 
FY 95 
Actual 
$2,650,872,966 
197,191,756 
48,742325 
(8,574,608) 
1.83% 
12,044,729 
13.101,462 
9.333.308 
5.558.191 
3.495.942 
5.208.693 
$48,742,325 
35,130,774 
6,219.693 
3.438,658 
$44,789,125 
3.952.965 
$48,742,325 
43,620.707 
5,121.618 
FY 96 
Actual 
$2,620,045,578 
(30,827.388) 
51,148,447 
2,406,122 
1.95% 
13,398,052 
13,176,707 
9,572,474 
5,629,443 
3.542,398 
5.829,373 
$51,148,447 
37,247.410 
6,565,363 
3,380,229 
$47,193,002 
235 
3,955,445 
$51,148,447 
46,372,512 
155,633 
4,620,302 
FY 97 
Actual 
$2,780,597,810 
160,352,232 
54,056,428 
2,559.674 
1.94% 
15,184.181 
13.470,765 
10,324,351 
5.956.121 
3.907,373 
5.213,637 
$54,056,428 
39.800,286 
7.032,969 
3.386.717 
$50,219,972 
3.836,456 
$54,056,428 
48,631,270 
669,612 
4,755,546 
$51,148,447 $54,056,428 $48,742,325 
Budget numbers reflect a new funding source for capital improvements referred to as "Delaware Money 
* Not available. 
F Y 9 8 / 
Revised 
$3,918,580,981 
320.647,905 
58,105,853 
4.049,425 
1.48% 
17.811,242 
13,644,552 
11,020,979 
6,156,749 
5,321,259 
4,151,072 
$58,105,852 
42,031,672 
8,165,150 
3,372,638 
$53,569,460 
800,000 
3,736,393 
$58,105,853 
49,788,625 
2,698,868 
4,818,360 
800,000 
$58,105,853 
$4,000,440,972 
81,859,991 
61,077,625 
2,971,772 
1.52% 
19,971,036 
14,069,404 
11,076,292 
6,263,549 
5,432,153 
4,265,191 
$61,077,625 
42,882,721 
9,815,619 
3395,232 
$56,093,572 
1,300,000 
3,684,053 
$61,077,625 
50370,290 
3,632,552 
5,774,783 
1300,000 
$61,077,625 
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State Budget Increase Judicial Budget Judicial Share 
Supreme Court 
Superior Court 
Family Court 
District Court 
Workers' Comp. Court 
Admin. Adjudication Court 
Total Expenditures 
Expenditures by Object 
Personnel 
Other State Operations 
Assistance, Grants & Benefits 
Operating Expenditures 
Capital Improvements 
Capital Debt Service Total Expenditures Expenditures by Funds 
State General Revenue 
Federal Grants 
RESTRICTED RECEIPTS 
OTHER 
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 
S u p r e m e C o u r t 
S U P R E M E C O U R T C A S E F L O W 
Calendar year 1998 was the fourth year in a row that 
Supreme Court appeals declined and the third consecutive year 
in which the court made significant inroads in reducing the 
pending caseload. The total number of cases docketed in 1998 
was 623, the lowest number docketed in a decade. At year end 
there were 550 appeals pending, which was a decrease of 8 
percent compared to December 1997 and a decrease of 16.5 
percent compared to December 1995. 
The decline in docketed cases was recorded in two 
categories, civil and criminal. Civil appeals dropped to a five 
year low in 1998, and criminal appeals dipped below 100 for 
the first time in five years. On the other hand, filings in the 
other two areas, petitions for writ of certiorari and the cases 
authorized as "other," showed no change from last year, although both categories have declined sharply compared to five years 
ago. ("Other" includes writs of habeas corpus, advisory opinions, disciplinary actions and other prerogative writs.) 
The significant reduction in the pending caseload was due to dispositions, which exceeded filings for the third year in 
a row. Three of the four main categories were affected by the reduction in pending cases: civil appeals, petitions by writ of 
certiorari, and other. Since 1995, pending petitions by writ of certiorari have dropped by almost 40 percent, and since 1994, 
pending appeals categorized as "other" have declined by 87 percent In contrast, the number pending in the remaining category, 
criminal appeals, rose in 1998 for the third consecutive year and reached an all-time high. At the end of the year pending 
criminal appeals had risen by roughly a third compared to 1995. 
A breakdown of the pending caseload by stage 
showed an increase in appeals awaiting a pre-briefing confer-
ence, while the court continued to reduce the caseloads on 
both the show cause and oral argument calendars. A backlog 
reduction effort in 1996 reduced the number pending at the 
pre-briefing stage, and the number remained unchanged last 
year but climbed this year. On the other hand, the court 
reduced the number pending on the show cause calendar 
compared to last year, and the number awaiting oral argument 
on the merits declined for the second year. 
1998 Report on the Judiciary 
17 
CHANGE IN PENDING CASELOAD 
CASES DOCKETED VS. CASES DISPOSED 
S u p e r i o r C o u r t 
SUPERIOR C O U R T C A S E F L O W 
Superior Court filings rose slightly in 1998, and the statewide total again climbed above 15,000 after dipping below 
this number last year for the first time in a decade. The total filed statewide was 15,221, which was roughly 1.6 percent more 
than in 1997. This year's small increase was due to an upturn in both civil filings and misdemeanor appeals. On the other 
hand, felony filings were lower for the second year in a row due 
principally to a sharp drop in Newport County filings of roughly 
23 percent. Felony filings also dipped in Providence County. 
There was no change in Washington County, and in contrast to 
other locations, felony filings increased in Kent County by al-
most 11 percent. 
The increase in misdemeanor filings was primarily due 
to an influx of cases in Providence County. Compared to last 
year this number climbed by almost 60 percent and was the 
highest in five years. It was also based on an increase in Newport 
County, which, although a small number, reflected a percentage 
jump of 74 percent. Elsewhere misdemeanor filings were lower than last year. 
I he increase in civil filings was again due to Providence County, whereas the number decreased in the other three 
locations. For both Newport and Washington Counties this was the lowest number filed in the five year period. 
This year civil filings had little bearing on the number 
of cases added to the civil trial calendar. While filings were higher, 
the number added to the calendar decreased. In Providence and 
Kent Counties the number added was the lowest in five years. 
Newport County had almost the same number added as a year 
ago, and the number added increased by 12.5 percent in Wash-
ington County, marking a five year high. 
The results on the civil trial calendar were mixed. In 
Providence and Newport Counties the number disposed ex-
ceeded the number added. In Washington County the disposi-
F E L O N Y C A S E S P E N D I N G O V E R 1 8 0 D A Y S 
F R O M S U P E R I O R C O U R T A R R A I G N M E N T 
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tion rate was 90.5 percent, and in Kent county it was 87 per-
cent. Consequently there was a reduction in the number of civil 
cases pending trial in both Providence and Newport Counties, 
but the number rose in Kent and Washington Counties. There 
were also varied results in the median time to disposition for cases 
disposed on the civil trial calendar during 1998. In Kent and 
Washington Counties the median time frame was 1 1/2 to 2 
years, the lowest it has been. In Providence County the median 
was 2 112 to 3 years, and in Newport County it was 3 to 3 1/2 
years. 
Arbitration and mediation continued to contribute to 
the disposition rate for civil cases. Courtwide the total number 
disposed through arbitration was 493, an increase over last year. 
In addition, there were 229 cases disposed through mediation during case settlement weeks. Thus, the total number of civil 
cases resolved this year through alternative dispute resolution methods was 722. 
On the criminal side all counties succeeded in disposing of more felony cases than were filed. Of the felony cases 
disposed, 78 percent were handled within 180 days of Superior Court arraignment in Newport County, 63 percent were 
disposed within this time frame in Kent County, 59 percent met this criteria in Providence County, and in Washington 
County it was 55 percent. 
As a result, the pending felony caseload was reduced courtwide, as was the number of felonies pending over 180 days 
from arraignment. In Kent County the pending caseload was reduced by 46 percent, and the felony backlog was cut by over 
two thirds. In Washington County the total number pending dropped by 42 percent and the cases over 180 days old also 
decreased by roughly two thirds. In Newport County the felony caseload dropped to 43, and the backlog went down to 15. 
The total caseload decreased in Providence County, and the cases over 180 days old dropped to 812. 
In Kent, Washington and Newport Counties misdemeanor dispositions mirrored felony results, and in all three 
counties the number disposed exceeded filings for the third year in succession. This impacted the pending caseload, and at the 
end of the year the total number pending in all three counties combined was down to 43 cases, and the total number over 90 
days old was down to 22. In Providence County the disposition rate for misdemeanors was 54 percent, and as a result, the 
number of pending cases jumped by almost 80 percent, and the cases over 90 days old increased by 39 percent. 
FELONY CASES PENDING OVER 180 DAYS FROM 
SUPERIOR COURT ARRAIGNMENT 
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F a m i l y C o u r t 
FAMILY C O U R T C A S E F L O W 
The results for 1998 showed a slight downturn in Family Court filings for the second year. The total filed in all 
categories was 21,380, which was a dip of roughly 9 percent compared to 1997 and about 15 percent compared to 1996. 
Nevertheless, filings continued to be significantly higher than a decade ago. Furthermore, filings alone do not adequately 
measure the workload of the court, in particular the additional 
work the Family Court took on in 1997 when it was given 
statutory authority to suspend driven' and professional licenses 
for failure to pay child support. In part due to this new statute, 
the Family Court Reciprocal Office reported that child support 
related hearings rose by 15 percent compared to 1997 and by 
36 percent compared to 1996. 
Filings were lower in 1998 in three categories: juve-
nile, child support and domestic abuse. In the juvenile category 
the decline was due primarily to wayward/delinquent petitions. 
Petitions of this type fell below 7,000 for the first time in five years. Also both adoption/guardianship petitions and other 
miscellaneous filings were slightly lower than last year. While these areas accounted for the overall decline in juvenile filings, 
there were other areas that increased, including violations, neglect/abuse and termination of rights petitions (TPR's). Com-
pared to last year, violations climbed by 6 percent, neglect/abuse filings by 16 percent, and TPR's by 11 percent. Also, for 
both neglect/abuse and violations the number filed in 1998 was the highest in five years. 
Even though juvenile filings were lower overall compared to 1997, there were variations in the filing trends by 
county. Juvenile filings declined in both Providence and Kent 
Counties but rose slightly in Newport County and increased by 
8.5 percent in Washington County. 
The only category that showed an overall increase in 
filings this year was divorce petitions. The number filed rose by 
about 2 percent compared to last year. However, as with juve-
nile filings, the results varied by county. Providence County 
accounted for the most significant gain, with an increase in 
divorce petitions of about 4 percent. Divorce filings were also 
slightly higher than last year in both Kent and Washington 
Counties but declined in Newport County. 
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PENDING WAYWARD/DELINQUENT CASES 
Wayward/delinquent adjudications exceeded filings in Providence and Kent Counties. In Newport County 
the adjudication rate was 93 percent, and in Washington County the rate was 88 percent. Courtwide almost 29 percent 
of all wayward/delinquent dispositions were handled at Intake, where 65 percent were resolved in under 30 days. Of 
the cases adjudicated by the court, 59 percent were handled within 90 days and 84 percent within 180 days. Adjudi-
cations had an impact on the number of wayward/delinquent cases pending over 90 days. In Providence County the 
number was reduced, but elsewhere it increased. At the end of the year the number pending over 90 days old in 
Providence County was 176, which was 7 less than a year ago. It rose from to 43 in Kent County, to 28 in Newport 
County and to 58 in Washington County. 
Another area of the juvenile caseload that is moni-
tored closely is the number and age of TPR cases pending on 
the contested calendar in Providence County. At the end of 
the year the number pending was the lowest since monitor-
ing began in March 1994. An aged breakdown showed that 
of the 92 cases pending, 5 (families), or 5.4 percent, were 
pending on the calendar for over two years. There were 28 
pending for over a year (30 percent) and 56 pending for 
over six months (61 percent). The ultimate goal is to reduce 
the waiting time so that cases can be disposed within the six 
months mandated by statute. 
On the domestic side there were no cases outside of Providence County pending on the contested divorce 
calendar for more than a year, and Providence had 4 cases. In addition, under the case management system in Provi-
dence County that has been in place since July 1996, there were 26 cases pending that were over a year old. 
P E N D I N G C O N T E S T E D T P R C A L E N D A R 
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D i s t r i c t C o u r t 
D I S T R I C T C O U R T C A S E F L O W 
M I S D E M E A N O R F IL INGS VS. D I S P O S I T I O N S 
Total Dis t r i c t C o u r t filings w e r e just s l ight ly lower this year than in the t w o prev ious years . T h e tota l n u m b e r o f cases 
filed c o u r t w i d e in 1 9 9 8 w a s 6 8 , 0 5 0 , a d i f f e r ence f r o m last y e a r o f less t h a n 1 pe r c en t . Howeve r , the re w e r e m o r e s i g n i f i c a n t 
fluctuations a m o n g the d iv i s ions . F i l ings w e r e h i ghe r in the S i x th a n d Four th Div i s ions a n d decreased in bo th the S e c o n d a n d 
T h i r d D i v i s i o n s . F o u r t h D i v i s i o n filings rose by a b o u t 5 pe r -
c en t , w h i l e filings in t he S e c o n d d e c l i n e d by a b o u t 12 pe r c en t 
a n d in the T h i r d D i v i s i o n b y a l m o s t 6 pe r c en t . 
Filings also varied somewhat by case category. Misde-
meanor filings were lower in all of the divisions except the Third. 
They have been on the decline in the past five years, and since 
1994 have dropped by 2,231 or almost 8 percent. Domestic 
abuse filings also decreased and were at their lowest level since 
1993. On the other hand, filings increased in the three other 
main categories, felony, civil and small claims. Felony filings 
rose by about 1 percent, civil filings were up by less than 1 
percent, and small claims climbed by about 3 percent. Small claims have risen steadily since 1994, and over a five year period 
have increased by roughly one third. However, most of the growth in small claims has been limited to the Third and Sixth 
Divisions. Compared to 1994 small claims have doubled in the Third Division and have risen by 30 percent in the Sixth 
Division. 
• Fi l ings 
Q Dispos i t ions 
CIVIL FILINGS In addition to these five main categories, the District 
Court handles two other types of cases, administrative appeals 
and mental health certifications. The caseload in both areas 
decreased sharply this year. Administrative appeals were less 
than half what they were in 1997, and mental health hearings 
declined by 29 percent. 
Disposition results for 1998 suggest that the District 
Court continues to be current in handling small claims. All of 
the divisions reported disposing of more small claims than were 
filed. 
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P E N D I N G M I S D E M E A N O R C A S E L O A D 
The results further suggest that the court is close to 
achieving its goal of disposing of misdemeanors within 60 days. 
The Fourth Division disposed of 97 percent of its misdemeanor 
caseload within 60 days and completed 99 percent within 120 
days. The Third Division handled 93 percent of this caseload 
within 60 days and, like the Fourth Division, disposed of 99 
percent within 120 days. In the Sixth Division 90 percent of 
the misdemeanors were disposed of within 60 days and 96 
percent within 120 days. In addition, as of year end, the Sec-
ond Division reported having only 7 misdemeanors pending 
that were over 60 days old. The Fourth Division reported 18 misdemeanors pending beyond 60 days, and in the Third 
Division there were 50 misdemeanor cases pending in this category. In all of the divisions the disposition rate for misdemeanors 
was 96 percent of filings. 
The disposition results for civil cases were more varied. Both the Second and Third Divisions disposed of more civil 
cases than were filed. Elsewhere the disposition rate ranged from 74 to 86 percent. It was 86 percent in the Fourth Division 
and 74 percent in the Sixth Division. 
® 2nd Divis ion 
CD 3rd Divis ion 
• 4 i h Divis ion 
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W o r k e r s ' C o m p e n s a t i o n C o u r t 
W O R K E R ' S C O M P E N S A T I O N C O U R T C A S E F L O W 
Every year since 1992 the Workers' Compensation Court has disposed of more petitions than it has 
received, and the results this year were consistent with that pattern. Also, the court continued to reduce the 
pending caseload. At the end of the year the number of pending cases fell by about 12 percent compared to 1997. 
Compared to 1994 the caseload has decreased by almost a third, and compared to 1991, when the Workers' 
Compensation Court initiated its caseload reduction effort, the number of pending cases has dropped by almost 
66 percent. 
The continuing decline in new claims was a factor in the court's success. Case filings were lower in 1998 
for the seventh consecutive year. The number filed was about 6 percent less than last year and less than half what 
it was seven years ago. However, compared to previous years, the drop in new claims has tapered off somewhat 
both this year and last. Employer petitions fell by 6 percent compared to last year, and employee petitions 
dropped by 4.2 percent, whereas in other years the rate of 
decline was 10 percent or higher. 
A breakdown of dispositions shows that, as in 
the past, a majority of cases (59 percent) were handled at 
the pretrial stage. About 65 percent of the cases disposed 
at pretrial were handled within 30 days, a slight increase 
over the 1997 rate (63 percent) and a more substantial 
increase over the 1996 rate (60 percent). Roughly 91 
percent were completed within 90 days, again a margin-
ally higher percentage than last year (90 percent) and a 
more substantial increase from two years ago (87 percent). 
At the trial stage the court succeeded in disposing of about 72 percent of the cases within 270 days of 
filing, also a small increase over last year (70 percent). Likewise the percent handled in under a year rose slightly 
from 80 percent to 82 percent. A snapshot of petitions at the trial stage showed that out of the 1,140 cases 
pending, almost 40 percent were over 270 days old. 
During 1998 the appellate division of the court disposed of 252 appeals. This was roughly the same 
number as were handled in 1997, but it was less than in 1996. 
F I L I N G S v s . D I S P O S I T I O N S 
Thousands 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
• Fi l ings 
• Dispositions 
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A d m i n i s t r a t i v e A d j u d i c a t i o n C o u r t 
A D M I N I S T R A T I V E A D J U D I C A T I O N C O U R T C A S E F L O W 
The total number of summonses issued in 1998 was 164,059. Of this number, 99,389 or 61 percent were returned 
to AAC, and the other 64,670 were returned to the municipal courts but must be recorded and processed by the AAC. The 
number returned this year to AAC was almost 8 percent higher than in 1997, but it was comparable to the number 
returned in 1996. In addition, data on 1998 filings was available for three categories, breathalyzer refusals, 
insurance and appeals within the AAC. The results showed a slight decline in breathalyzer refusals. The number 
filed decreased by roughly 9 percent compared to last year. After decreasing by 6 to 7 percent in the past two years, 
insurance filings showed an even steeper decline, falling by almost 21 percent. On the other hand, appeals were 
significantly higher than in both of the previous years. The number of appeals filed for the year was almost double 
( + 82 percent) the number filed in the past two years. 
Dispositions by court hearing rose dramatically and were the highest in four years. there were 79,1 1 5 
summonses disposed by hearing in 1998, a jump of 38 percent compared to last year! this reflected the increase 
in hearings scheduled at Harris Avenue. The number of "pay by mails" was also slightly higher but due to delays 
in data entry was not complete. 
Turning to specific categories, the higher rate in dispositions by hearing resulted in a significant increase 
in the disposition of both breathalyzer refusals and insurance cases, and in both categories dispositions exceeded 
filings. The number of breathalyzer refusals disposed rose by almost 16 percent compared to last year and were 
116 percent of filings. Insurance dispositions climbed by 9 percent and were 171 percent of the number filed! 
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B o a r d s a n d P a n e l s 
B o a r d o f B a r E x a m i n e r s 
M e m b e r s 
Joseph V. Cavanaugh, Jr.. Esquire, Chair 
Mary Louise Kennedy, Esquire 
Michael R. Goldenberg, Esquire 
Joseph Houlihan, Esquire 
John A. MacFadyen, III, Esquire 
Mari lyn Shannon McConaghy, Esquire 
Joseph Roszkowski, Esquire 
Brian B. Burns .Administrator 
Kathleen Cacchiott i . Executive Secretary 
Rhode Island Supreme Court 
250 Benefit Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-4233 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article II, Rule 5) 
The Board of Bar Examiners tests the legal knowledge of bar appli-
cants by administering bar examinations on the last Wednesday and Thursday 
of February and of July. Applicants must be graduates of a law school approved 
and accredited by the American Bar Association and must have received a scaled 
score of 80 on the Multistate Professional Responsibility exam prior to sitting 
for the two-day examination. The Multistate Bar Exam (MBE) is given on the 
first day, and essay questions on Rhode Island law are given on the second day. 
Applicants need a scaled score of 140 on the MBE and must successfully 
answer seven out of twelve essay questions. 
The Supreme Court appoints seven attorneys to the board for five-
year terms. Members proctor the bar exam and score the responses to the 
questions. In 1998 the board processed 290 applications and recommended 
189 individuals for admission to the bar. 
C o m m i t t e e o n C h a r a c t e r a n d F i t n e s s 
Committee on Character and Fitness 
Rhode Island Supreme Court 
250 Benefit Street, Providence, RJ 02903 
(401) 222-4233 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article II, Rule 3) 
M e m b e r s 
Steven M. McInnis, Esquire. Chair 
Berndt W. Anderson, Esquire 
Wil l i am C. Clifton, Esquire 
Deborah DiNardo, Esquire 
Jane M . McSoley, Esquire 
John A. MacFadyen, III, Esquire 
Brian B. Burns, Administrator 
Barbara Margolis, Legal Counsel 
Kathleen Cacchiotti , Executive Secretary 
Established by the Supreme Court in 1988, the Committee on Char-
acter and Fitness determines the moral fitness of Rhode Island Bar applicants by 
scrutinizing their finances, legal training, and criminal records, if any. Appli-
cants also must participate in a personal interview. 
Following the interview, applicants may be referred to the full com-
mittee for a hearing if further review is warranted. A recommendation is then 
made to the Supreme Court concerning whether an applicant should be admit-
ted to the bar or even allowed to take the bar examination. The court may then 
grant the applicant's request or require the applicant to show cause why the 
court should grant the request. The seven Supreme Court appointed members 
serve three-year terms. 
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D i s c i p l i n a r y B o a r d 
Fogarty Judicial Annex 
24 Weybosset Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-3270 
Fax:(401)222-1191 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article III, Rule 4) 
M e m b e r s 
Mary jo Carr, Esquire, Chair 
C . R u s s e l l B e n g t s o n , Esquire, Vice Chair 
Nancy Fisher Chudacoff , Esquire 
Peter A. DiBiase, Esquire 
Rosanna Ford 
Lise M . Iwon, Esquire 
Robert G. Jeffrey. Esquire 
Neil P. Philbin, Esquire 
James J. Rubovics 
Michael St. Pierre, Esquire 
Sydney O. Wil l iams 
Viola M. Wyman 
The Disciplinary Board consists of eight (8) attorneys and four (4) 
public members who are appointed by the Supreme Court. Members may 
serve two terms, not to exceed six years on the board. The board oversees the 
Office of the Disciplinary Counsel, which reviews and investigates all allega-
tions of attorney misconduct received from complainants. The board must 
authorize the filing of formal charges against an attorney. It then conducts 
hearings and makes recommendations for discipline if such is deemed necessary. 
The board may petition the court to place an attorney on inactive status if the 
attorney is mentally or physically incapacitated. The board may also ask attor-
neys to appear before it to clarify an alleged infraction of the Rules of Profes-
sional Conduct. 
The Disciplinary Counsel maintains a screening process whereby any 
complainant may speak to a staff attorney prior to the filing of the complaint. 
This procedure increases the efficiency of the board by eliminating frivolous 
complaints and by bringing serious matters to the immediate attention of the 
board. Staff attorneys cannot provide legal advice to complainants; however, 
they are to give assistance by referring complainants to other agencies that may 
assist them in obtaining legal representation. 
The number of complaints the Office of Disciplinary Counsel inves-
tigated in 1998 was 357. An additional 88 complaints were not opened for 
formal investigation as the complaints did not fall within the office's jurisdiction 
and/or allege a rule violation. 
During 1998 the Disciplinary Counsel received 22 notices of over-
drafts on attorney trust accounts. The notices are transmitted pursuant to 
Article IV, Rule 2. In each case of an overdraft notification the attorney was 
requested to provide an explanation, in writing, and in some cases Disciplinary 
Counsel interviewed the attorney. None of these matters resulted in a formal 
investigation of misconduct. However, the overdraft-notification rule does act 
as a significant deterrent against the misappropriation of client funds. 
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Disciplinary Actions 
Intake Screening and Complaint Processing 
Complaints, recieved 
Complaints opened tor investigation 
Complaints outside jurisdiction of disciplinary board 
Informal complaints. 
Fee disputes (no misconduct alleged) 
Notice of insufficient funds 
Nature of Complaints 
Dissatisfaction 
Fee dispute 
Neglect 
Failure to account for funds 
Conviction of a crime 
Conflict of interest 
Conduct reflects adversely on bar 
Other 
Source of Complaints 
Client 
Nonclient 
Judge 
Opposing counsel 
Other attorney 
Chief disciplinary counsel 
Creditor 
Other 
Board Actions 
Cases presented before screening panel 
Complaints with regular dismissal 
Complaints dismissed with an admonition 
Complaints dismissed with conditional letter of dismissal 
Complaints dismissed with cautionary letter to attorney 
Letter of reprimand issued 
Authorize petition for disciplinary action 
Referred to court under rule 6(e) 
Approve decisions of board and transfer to the court 
Referred to RI Bar Association fee arbitration 
Reconsider complaint prior to reinstatement 
Court Actions 
Ordered, to respond pursuant to rule 6(e)-
Private censure 
Public censure 
Order entered requesting attorney under supervision 
Disbarment (including consent to disbarment) 
Petitions dismissed 
Reconsider prior to reinstatement after hearing 
Reciprocal discipline 
Suspensions 
Petition fifed for convictions of crimes 
Petitions for reinstatement filed 
Petitions for reinstatement denied 
Petitions for reinstatement granted 
: w/ attorney under supervision 
Transferred to inactive status. . 
Resignations 
Special magistrate appointed 
1994 1995 1996 1997, 1998 
524 572 537 493 445 
253 286 254 212 176 
144 138 110 77 88 
122 138 167 187 174 
5 10 6 8 7 
* * 28 13 22 
113 175 145 125 120 
39 41 22 14 4 
6 4 6 2 0 
3 6 9 5 0 
3 0 0 0 0 
3 12 7 2 4 
5 1 2 0 0 
115 101 94 79 58 
199 223 202 158 143 
35 53 43 38 32 
0 3 0 0 1 
1 3 6 6 2 
7 3 6 3 0 
14 10 3 9 4 
1 0 1 0 0 
8 3 1 0 0 
, , , , 184 
279 235 213 185 128 
25 20 18 19 18 . » • • 24 
4 4 3 2 6 
* * • * 5 
2 4 0 4 1 
• » * * 11 
12 0 3 29 0 
* * * 3 
2 4 0 4 1 
8 8 1 1 0 
2 1 2 3 
• * 1 
6 7 5 
* 2 
1 
2 
8 3 
* 2 
* 2 
* 1 
* 1 
1 0 1 0 
1 0 
2 1 0 
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• The total will exceed the number of complaints opened for investigation because some complaints fall within more than one category. 
* Not available. 
E t h i c s A d v i s o r y P a n e l 
Ethics Advisory Panel 
Fogarty Judicial Annex 
24 Weybosset Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-3270 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article V, Rule 9) 
Members The Ethics Advisory Panel was established by the Supreme Court in 
Deborah Miller Tate, Esquire, Chair , ., , , , . . . . . . 
1986 to provide Rhode Island attorneys with confidential advice on prospec-
Robert Corrente, Esquire 
tive behavior based on the Rules of Professional Conduct. Although attorneys Susan McGuirl, Esquire 
Edward H. Newman, Esquire are not required to abide by panel opinions, those who do so are fully protected 
Joseph F. Penza, Jr., Esquire f r o m a n y subsequent charge of impropriety. 
Elizabeth A. DelPadre, Staff Attorney . . . . .. . .. . . , . . , . . . 
Panel opinions are published in the Rhode Island Bar Journal and the 
Rhode Island Lawyers Weekly. The State Law Library maintains a set of panel 
opinions and a topical index. The ABA/BNA Manual on Professional Conduct 
also indexes and publishes summaries of panel-opinion digests. 
The Supreme Court appoints five Rhode Island attorneys to serve 
one- or two-year terms. 
The panel received 35 written requests from attorneys seeking advi-
sory opinions in 1998. The panel issued 16 advisory opinions and declined to 
render opinions in regard to eleven requests pursuant to Supreme Court Ethics 
Advisory Panel Rule 2 entitled "Jurisdiction." The panel forwarded copies of 
general informational opinions in lieu of issuing opinions for four of the re-
quests. One request was withdrawn by the inquiring attorney, and two requests 
were pending at the close of the year. 
The staff attorney's responsibilities include meeting with attorneys 
on a daily basis, rendering advice and guidance to attorneys making inquiries by 
telephone, providing research information to panel members and the Rhode 
Island Bar Association, and making copies of panel opinions available to other 
states. 
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F u t u r e o f t h e C o u r t s C o m m i t t e e 
Future of the Courts Committee 
Rhode Island Supreme Court 
250 Benefit Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-2500 
Members The Future of the Courts Committee was established in 1996 and 
The Honorable John P. Bourcier, Chair was charged with determining the technologies, methods and jurisprudential 
Joseph W. Walsh, Esquire, Vice Chair 
The Honorable Bruce M. Selya 
philosophies that will be needed in the operation of the judicial system of the 
The Honorable Joseph F. Rodgers, Jr. 21st century. Specifically, the chief justice has tasked the committee with 
The Honorable Peter Palombo, Jr. examining the present structure of the Rhode Island judiciary, the present jury 
The Honorable Albert E. DeRobbio system, alternative methods of dispute resolution, the interface of the courts 
The Honorable Robert K. Pirraglia 
with the public, caseflow management and court technology in the future. 
The Honorable Janette A. Bertness 
The Honorable Lillian M. Almeida The committee has 30 members representing the state and federal 
Magistrate Joseph P. Ippolito, Jr. judicary, the bar and the public. The committee is expected to complete its 
Maureen A. Aveno work in 1999 and submit a final report with its findings and recommendations. 
John H. Barrette 
Edward N. Beiser, Ph.D.J.D. 
Mr. William Burgess 
Thomas M. Dickinson, Esquire 
William C. Dimitri, Esquire 
Vincent DiMonre, Esquire 
Robin Feder, Esquire 
William Ferland, Esquire 
Zygmunt J. Friedemann, Ph.D. 
J. Michael Keating, Jr.. Esquire 
Beverly E. Ledbetter, Esquire 
Eva Marie Mancuso, Esquire 
Elizabeth McDonough Noonan, Esquire 
Stephen Nugent, Esquire 
Dean Bruce I. Kogan 
Anthony J. Santoro 
Leo Skenyon 
Madis T. Suvari, Esquire 
John A. Tarantino, Esquire 
Susan McCalmont, Staff 
Stephen King, Staff 
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A d v i s o r y C o m m i t t e e o n t h e C o d e o f J u d i c i a l C o n d u c t | 
Advisory Committee on the Code of Judicial Conduct 
Fogarty Judicial Annex 
24 Weybosset Street, Providence RI 02903 
(401) 222-3270 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article VI, Rule 1) 
Members In 1983 the Supreme Court amended the Canons of Judicial Ethics 
The Honorable Dominic F. Cresto to create the Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics. The amendment restricts 
Associate Justice, Superior Court, Chair 
judicial participation in testimonials and fundraising and establishes criteria for 
The Honorable Richard J. Israel determining the appropriateness of a judges involvement in these events. The 
Associate Justice, Superior Court amendment also specifies that advisory committee members be drawn from 
several state courts "to assist judges in complying with the canons by responding 
The Honorable Haiganush R. Bedrosian 
to requests for opinions." 
Associate Justice, Family Court 
Advisory opinions are often sought to determine whether a token of 
The Honorable Gilbert V. Indeglia recognition offered to a judge falls within the guidelines of the canon. These 
Associate Judge. District Court opinions also help judges communicate the restrictions imposed by the canons 
The Honorable Janette A. Bertness 
to groups requesting their help in worthy causes. The committee can also 
Associate Judge. respond to requests for advice on other canons. 
Workers' Compensation Court Committee members are appointed to staggered two-year terms. The 
Supreme Court usually appoints members for a single term only so that both 
Elizabeth A. Del Padre, Staff Attorney 
the burden and the experience of this duty are shared widely by members of the 
Judic iary . 
In 1994 the Supreme Court ruled that judicial advisory opinions are 
a matter of public record and that confidentiality of the requesting judges name 
is not required. 
The committee received four requests for advisory opinions in 1998. 
The committee issued three advisory opinions. One request was withdrawn. 
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C o m m i s s i o n o n J u d i c i a l T e n u r e a n d D i s c i p l i n e 
Commission on Judicial Tenure and Discipline 
Fogarty Judicial Annex 
24 Weybosset Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-1188 (fkx 222-1493) 
(Pursuant to R.I. G.L§ 8-16-1) 
Members 
The Honorable Alice B. Gibney 
Associate Justice, Superior Court, Chair 
The Honorable Henry Gemma, Jr. 
Associate Justice, Superior Court 
The Honorable Kathleen A. Voccola 
Associate Justice, Family Court 
The Honorable John J. Cappelli 
Associate Judge, District Court 
The Honorable George E. Healy, Jr. 
Associate Judge, Workers' Compensation Court 
Senator M. Theresa Paiva-Weed 
Representative Donald J. Lally 
Representative Robert A. Watson 
E. Jerome Batty, Esquire 
Richard S. Humphrey, Esquire 
Jeanne E. LaFazia, Esquire 
George L. Santopietro, Esquire 
Deming E. Sherman, Esquire 
Deborah Miller Tate, Esquire 
The Commission on Judicial Tenure and Discipline was created in 
1974 to provide a forum for complaints against any justice of the Supreme, the 
Superior, the Family, the District, the Workers' Compensation, or the Adminis-
trative Adjudication Courts. The commission reviews allegations of serious 
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct including willful and persistent 
failure to perform judicial duties; disabling addiction to alcohol, drugs, or nar-
cotics; conduct that brings the judicial office into serious disrepute; or a physical 
or a mental disability that seriously interferes with, and will continue to interfere 
with, the performance of judicial duties. 
Following a formal hearing, the commission determines whether 
charges have been sustained. If eight members of the commission who were 
present throughout the hearing find that the charges have been sustained, the 
commission reports its finding to the Supreme Court and recommends a repri-
mand, a censure, a suspension, a removal or a retirement of the judge. The 
commission may also recommend immediate temporary suspension of the judge 
during the pendency of further proceedings. If charges have not been sus-
tained, the complaint is dismissed, and the judge and the complaining party are 
notified. 
The fourteen-member commission represents a cross section of the 
population: six represent the State Bar Association and the public at large and 
are appointed by the Governor with the advice and consent of the Senate; one 
is appointed by the Senate Majority Leader; two are appointed by the Speaker 
of the House; and five judges are appointed by the Supreme Court. All ap-
pointments are for three-year terms. 
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M a n d a t o r y C o n t i n u i n g L e g a l E d u c a t i o n C o m m i s s i o n 
Mandatory Continuing Legal Education 
Rhode Island Supreme Court, 250 Benefit Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-4942 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article IV, Rule 3) 
Article IV, Rule 3, of the Rhode Island Supreme Court Rules estab-
lished a mandatory continuing legal education (MCLE) requirement for all 
Rhode Island licensed attorneys. The article was signed on January 25, 1993, 
The Honorable Maureen McKenna Goldberg an<^ set forth a minimum standard of professional development as one of the 
Members 
The Honorable Robert G. Flanders, Jr. 
Justice, Supreme Court, Chair 
Justice, Supreme Court 
The Honorable Judith Colenback Savage 
Associate Justice, Superior Court 
The Honorable Gilbert V. Indeglia 
Associate Justice, District Court 
Patricia Buckley, Esquire 
Dr. Judeth Crowley 
Christopher DelSesto, Esquire 
Amato DeLuca, Esquire 
Stephen A Fanning, Esquire 
Bruce I. Kogan, Esquire 
R. Kelly Sheridan, Esquire 
Holly Hitchcock, Executive Director 
Janis Ricciardi, Administrative Secretary 
criteria to ensure ongoing lawyer competence. The commission has 11 mem-
bers, and is chaired by the Honorable Robert G. Flanders, Jr. It oversees the 
regulations, administration, and compliance with MCLE. The members are 
professionals from the bench, the bar, and academia. 
Ending its fifth compliance year on June 30, 1998, the Rhode Island 
MCLE Commission reported a 97 percent compliance rate by the 5200 active 
attorneys who fall under the rule. Each attorney must take and report ten 
approved credits per year, including at least two in legal ethics. Seventy-three 
percent of attorneys reported more than the requirement and were entitled to 
carry over. 
The commission office, located in the Licht Judicial Complex, mails 
official forms on an annual basis. The rule and regulations are printed in the RI 
Supreme Court rules. In addition, attorneys often rely on guidance from the 
MCLE office in choosing programs that best suit their practices. 
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U n a u t h o r i z e d P r a c t i c e o f L a w C o m m i t t e e 
Unauthorized Practice of Law Committee 
Rhode Island Supreme Court 
250 Benefit Street, Providence, RI02903 
(401) 222-3272 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule Article V, Rule 5.5) 
M e m b e r s 
Avram N. Cohen, Esquire. Chair 
Carolyn Barone, Esquire 
Linda Buffardi, Esquire 
Kenneth A. Colaluca, Esquire 
Joseph T. Little, Esquire 
Albert J . Mainel l i , Esquire 
Robert V. Rossi, Esquire 
The Unauthorized Practice of Law Committee was established in 
1984 to work with the Office of the Attorney General in investigating and 
prosecuting alleged instances of unauthorized individuals practicing law. The 
Supreme Court appoints seven Rhode Island Bar Association members to the 
committee to review complaints from the bar, the public, and both the Federal 
and the State Judiciaries. 
Since most litigation initiated by the committee requests injunctive 
relief, the chair is required to sign verified complaints and to testify in court 
hearings. 
Although litigation is handled by the Office of the Attorney General, 
committee members, and particularly the chair, draft substantially all the neces-
sary pleadings and do the required legal research. 
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T h e U s e r - F r i e n d l y C o u r t s C o m m i t t e e 
The User-Friendly Courts Committee 
250 Benefit St., Providence RI, 02903 
(401) 222-2500 
(Pursuant to an Administrative Order of the Chief Justice) 
Members The User-Friendly Courts Committee was first established in 1994. 
The Honorable Robert G. Flanders, Jr.. Chair in 1997, by an administrative order of the chief justice the membership of the 
The Honorable Victoria Lederberg 
The Honorable Edward C. Clifton committee was expanded and its role redefined. The committee currently has 
The Honorable Haiganush R. Bedrosian 35 members representing the primary users of court services, such as lawyers, 
The Honorable Robert K. Pirraglia litigants, jurors, witnesses, governmental entities, the media, law enforcement 
The Honorable Marjorie R. Yasher 
Bruce J. Balon, Esquire officials and judges. The focus of the committee is to identify and recommend 
Tracy Breton ways for the court to meet the priority needs of these user groups. As set forth 
Colonel Lawrence Campion 
in the order, these needs have been defined as follows: 
Frank A. Ciccone 
John M. Cicilline, Esquire 
Charlotte Cordeiro 1. prompt resolution of cases; 
Eileen Costigan 
2. minimal inconvenience in attending court; 
Patricia E. Creamer 
James DeCastro, High Sheriff of 3. respectful and courteous treatment by all court personnel; 
Bristol County 4. receipt of adequate and clear information about what to do and what to expecr, 
Vincent A. DiMonte, Esquire 
Chief James A. Dodd 5. receipt of information in plain English or in other primary languages; 
James T. Higgins, Esquire 6. assistance in understanding and using the courts; 
Susan B. Iannitelli, Esquire 
7. access to fairly priced services; 
Rene M. Lafayette. High Sheriff of 
Providence County 8. flexibility in procedures and scheduling to accommodate the needs of users; 
Lynda L. Laing, Esquire 9. treatment with care and concern by court personnel; 
Joseph S. Larisa, Jr.. Esquire 
Anthony Mansolillo 
10. availability of personal amenities, such as food, handicapped accommoda-
Dorothy McCollough tions, parking, and clean and comfortable waiting areas and restrooms. 
Matthew McGovern, Esquire 
Senator Jonathan Oster 
John Rao, Esquire During 1998 the committee conducted an extensive survey of court 
Elaine Rendine users in two facilities, the Licht and the Garrahy Judicial Complex. The survey 
Dr. Marc H. Richman resulted in a lengthy list of recommendations for improvements to these two 
John Ricortilli 
Dave Russell locations. 
Maureen Spait 
Michael St. Pierre, Esquire 
Susan McCalmont, Staff Liaison 
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P e r m a n e n t A d v i s o r y C o m m i t t e e on W o m e n in t h e C o u r t s 
M e m b e r s 
Permanent Advisory Committee on Women in the Courts 
250 Benefit St., Providence RI 02903 
(401) 222-2500 
(Pursuant to Executive Order 93-07) 
The Honorable Francis J . Darigan, Jr., Chair 
The Honorable Howard I. Lipsey 
The Honorable Stephen P. Erickson 
The Honorable Patricia O. Moore 
The Honorable Debra L. Olsson 
David N. Cici l l ine. Esquire 
Ms. Freda Goldman 
Elizabeth A. Kelleher, Esquire 
Andrew M. Kohlenberg. Esquire 
Denise M . Lombardo-Myers, Esquire 
Dr. Kathryn Quina 
Aurendina Gonsalves Veiga, Esquire 
Susan McCa lmont , Staff 
The Advisory Committee on Women in the Courts was established in 
1984 as a study committee to examine the extent of gender bias in the state 
courts. In 1993 the committee was given a permanent status. The role of the 
committee is to develop educational programs for judges and for non-judicial 
staff to increase awareness about the problems and effects of gender bias in the 
judicial process. The committee is tasked also with examining court statutes, 
rules, practices and conduct when there is any indication that they may result in 
the unfair treatment of women. At least every five years the committee is 
responsible for conducting a survey of court participants to discern if there are 
any areas where gender bias is perceived as a problem. 
The committee has twelve members, including representatives of the 
judiciary, the bar, and the public. Members serve for two year terms, and the 
committee reports on its activities and makes recommendations to the chief 
justice every two years. During 1998 the committee focused on implementing 
a client's statement of rights and responsibilities intended to benefit particularly 
female clients dealing with attorneys in the context of a divorce. Through this 
effort the Code of Professional Responsibility for Attorneys was amended to 
require written fee agreements and better communication between attorneys 
and prospective clients. Also a proposed Client's Statement of Rights and 
Responsibilities was added to the appendix of the code. Another focus in 1998 
was a survey of judges and selected attorneys on current gender bias issues in the 
state courts. 
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J u d i c i a l P e r f o r m a n c e E v a l u a t i o n C o m m i t t e e 
M e m b e r s 
The Honorable Victoria Lederberg 
Justice, Supreme Court, Chair 
The Honorable Joseph F. Rodgers, Jr. 
Presiding]ustice, Superior Court 
The Honorable Jeremiah S. Jeremiah. Jr. 
Chief Judge. Family Court 
The Honorable Albert E. DeRobbio 
Chief fudge. District Court 
The Honorable Robert F. Arrigan 
Chief Judge, Workers' Compensation Court 
Lauren E. Jone s , Esquire 
John A. M a c F a d y e n , 3rd, Esquire 
W i l l i a m P. Rob in son , Esquire 
Milton H. Hamolsky, M.D 
Judicial Performance Evaluation Committee 
250 Benefit Street, Providence, RI 02903 
(401) 222-2500 
(Pursuant to Supreme Court Article VI, Rule 4) 
The Judicial Performance Evaluation Committee was established by 
Supreme Court Rule 4, issued on March 25, 1993. The rule was adopted in 
recognition of the fact that the periodic evaluation of a judge's performance is a 
reliable method for promoting judicial excellence and competence. Under the 
rule, the committee is responsible for developing and administering a program 
for the continuing evaluation of judicial performance under the Supreme Court's 
supervision. 
The primary goal of performance evaluation is not only to promote 
the self-improvement of individual judges but also to promote the improve-
ment of the judiciary as a whole. A secondary goal is the improvement of the 
design and the content of continuing judicial-education programs. 
The data that has been compiled is periodically transmitted to the 
chief justice and the chief judges of each court. The chief judge then reviews 
with each judge his or her evaluations that were submitted during the year. In 
the Superior Court, either the presiding justice or one of several retired judges of 
that court may conduct this review with the judge under review. 
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Appendices 1999 Judicial Roster Court Directory 
1999 Judicial Roster 
S U P R E M E C O U R T 
Joseph R_ Weisberger, 
Chief Justice 
Victoria Lederberg, 
Justice 
John P. Bourcier, 
Justice 
Robert G. Flanders, Jr. 
Justice 
Maureen McKenna 
Goldberg, 
Justice 
Anthony Carnevale, Jr. 
Magistrate 
S U P E R I O R C O U R T 
Joseph F. Rodgers, J r., 
Presiding justice 
Thomas H. Needham, 
Associate Justice 
Dominic F. Cresto, 
Associate Justice 
Alice Bridget Gibney, 
Associate Justice 
Richard J. Israel, 
Associate Justice 
Robert D. Krause, 
Associate Justice 
Melanie Wilk Thunberg, 
Associate Justice 
Vincent A. Ragosta, 
Associate Justice 
John F. Sheehan, 
Associate Justice 
Ronald R. Gagnon, 
Associate Justice 
Henry Gemma, Jr., 
Associate Justice 
Mark A. Pfeiffer, 
Associate Justice 
Patricia A Hurst, 
Associate Justice 
Francis J. Darigan, Jr., 
Associate Justice 
Judith Colenback Savage, 
Associate Justice 
Michael A. Silverstein, 
Associate Justice 
Stephen J. Fortunato, Jr., 
Associate Justice 
Edward C. Clifton, 
Associate Justice 
Nettie C. Vogel, 
Associate Justice 
Frank J. Williams, 
Associate Justice 
William A Dimitri, Jr., 
Associate Justice 
O. Rogeriee Thompson, 
Associate Justice 
Joseph A. Keough, 
Special Magistrate 
William J. McAtee, 
Magistrate 
F A M I L Y C O U R T 
Jeremiah S.Jeremiah, Jr., 
Chief judge 
Haiganush R. Bedrosian, 
Associate Justice 
Pamela M. Macktaz, 
Associate Justice 
Raymond E. Shawcross, 
Associate Justice 
Michael B. Forte, 
Associate Justice 
Kathleen A. Voccola, 
Associate Justice 
Paul A. Suttell, 
Associate Justice 
Peter Palombo, Jr., 
Associate Justice 
Howard I. Lipsey, 
Associate Justice 
John A. Mutter, 
Associate Justice 
Gilbert T. Rocha, 
Associate Justice 
Francis J. Murray, Jr. 
Associate Justice 
John J. O'Brien, Jr., 
Magistrate of the 
Family Court 
Debra E. DiSegna, 
Magistrate 
Everett C. Sammartino, 
Magistrate 
Stephen J. Capineri, 
Magistrate 
George N. DiMuro, 
Magistrate 
D I S T R I C T C O U R T 
Albert E. DeRobbio, 
Chief judge 
John J. Cappelli, 
Associate Judge 
Michael A. Higgins, 
Associate Judge 
Robert K. Pirraglia, 
Associate Judge 
Patricia D. Moore, 
Associate Judge 
Gilbert V. Indeglia, 
Associate Judge 
Stephen P. Erickson, 
Associate Judge 
Robert J. Rahill, 
Associate Judge 
Walter Gorman, 
Associate Judge 
John M. McLoughlin, 
Associate Judge 
Frank J. Cenerini, 
Associate Judge 
Elaine T. Bucci, 
Associate Judge 
Madeline Quirk, 
Associate Judge 
Joseph P. Ippolito, Jr. 
Magistrate 
Raymond E. Ricci, 
Clerk/Magistrate 
W O R K E R S ' 
C O M P E N S A T I O N 
C O U R T 
Robert F. Arrigan, 
Chief judge 
John Rotondi, Jr., 
Associate Judge 
Andrew E. McConnell, 
Associate Judge 
Carmine A Rao, 
Associate Judge 
George E. Healy, Jr., 
Associate Judge 
Debra L. Olsson, 
Associate Judge 
Bruce Q. Morin, 
Associate Judge 
Janette A. Bertness, 
Associate Judge 
A D M I N I S T R A T I V E 
A D J U D I C A T I O N 
C O U R T 
Majorie R Yashar, 
Associate Judge 
Lillian M. Almeida, 
Associate Judge 
Edward C. Parker, 
Associate Judge 
Albert R Ciullo, 
Associate Judge 
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1999 Court Directory 
S U P R E M E C O U R T 
Clerk/Administrative 
Offices 
Licht Judicial Complex 
250 Benefit Street 
Providence, RI 02903 
Robert C. Harrall 
State Court 
Administrator 
222-3263 
Joseph D. Butler 
Associate Administrator 
State Courts 
222-3266 
Brian B. Burns 
Supreme Court Clerk 
Director of Bar 
Admissions 
222-3272 
Ronald A. Tutalo 
Administrative Assistant 
to Chief Justice 
222-3073 
Gail Higgins Fogarty 
General Counsel 
222-3266 
Kendall F. Svengalis 
State Law Library 
222-5275 
Martha F. Newcomb 
Chief Staff Attorney 
222-3297 
Carol Bourcier Fargnoli 
Research Attorney 
222-6536 
Edward J. Plunkett, Jr. 
Executive Director, RIJSS 
222-3000 (x321) 
Susan W. McCalmont 
Assistant Administrator 
Policy and Programs 
222-2500 
Robert E. Johnson 
Assistant Administrator 
Facilities and Operations 
222-3249 
William A Melone 
Assistant Administrator 
Human Resources 
222-2700 
Holly Hitchcock 
Director, Court 
Education 
MCLE 
222-4942 
Linda D. Bonaccorsi 
Supervising Officer 
222-2700 
Central Registry 
222-2084 
Judicial Record Center 
5 Hill Street 
Pawtucket, RI 02860 
222-3249 
Judicial Council 
80 Tara Lane 
Woonsocket, RI 02895 
Thomas M. Dickinson 
Chair 
(401) 265-8228 
Disciplinary Board 
John E. Fogarty 
Judicial Annex 
24 Weybosset Street 
Providence, RI 02903 
C. Russell Bengston 
Chair 
222-3270 
David D. Curtin 
Disciplinary Counsel 
222-3270 
Fugitive Task Force 
Michael White 
Director 
222-2018 
S U P E R I O R C O U R T 
Providence County 
Licht Judicial Complex 
250 Benefit Street 
Providence, RI 02903 
William J. McAtee, Esq. 
Administrator/Magistrate 
222-3215 
John H. Barrette 
Deputy Administrator 
222-3215 
Henry S. Kinch.Jr. 
Clerk, Providence and 
Bristol Counties 
222-3220 (x2011) 
Michael K. Kelleher 
General Chief Clerk 
222-3220 (x2021) 
Joseph V. Conley 
Jury Commissioner 
222-3245 
Henry J. Vivier 
Assistant Jury 
Commissioner 
222-3248 
Evelyn A. Keene 
Assistant Administrator 
Management and Finance 
222-3215 
Susan L. Revens, Esq. 
Exeat five Assistant 
Management 
222-3288 
Bonnie L Williamson 
Project Coordinator 
Calendar Services 
222-3602 
Robert J. Johnson 
Security and Program 
Manager 
222-3292 
Kathleen A. Maher McKendall 
Administrator 
Arbitration Program 
222-6147 
Kent County 
Leighton Judicial Complex 
222 Quaker Lane 
Warwick, RI 02886 
Jane W. Anthony 
Clerk 
822-1311 
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Eugene J. McMahon Charles E Haigh, Jr. Ellen F. Wilbur Second Division 
Associate Jury Deputy Administrator/Clerk Supervisory Clerk Murray Judicial Complex 
Commissioner 458-3141 841-8340 45 Washington Square 
822-0400 Newport, RI 02840 
David Heden Washington County 
Jean Heden Chief Intake Supervisor McGrath Judicial Complex 
Manager, Calendar Services Juvenile 4800 Tower Hill Road Susan M . Caldarone 
(out counties) 458-3250 Wakefield, RI 02879 Deputy Clerk I 
222-6645 
Edith Slater 
Supervisory Clerk 
782-4111 
841-8350 
Washington County 
William Burgess 
Deputy Administrator/Clerk Third Division 
McGrath Judicial Complex Accounting Manager Leighton Judicial Complex 
4800 Tower Hill Road 458-3100 222 Quaker Lane 
Wakefield, RI 02879 
Clotilde Edwards 
D I S T R I C T C O U R T Warwick, RI 02886 
Courtland R. Chapman, Jr. Supervisory Accountant Garrahy Judicial Complex Melvin J. Enright 
Clerk 458-3100 1 Dorrance Plaza Supervisory Clerk 
782-4121 
Frank DeMarco 
Providence, RI 02903 822-1771 
Newport County Pr in c i pa l Supervisor Clerk Joseph P. Ippolito, Esq. Fourth Division 
Murray Judicial Complex Domestic Relations Administrator/Magistrate McGrath Judicial Complex 
45 Washington Square 458-3200 458-5211 4800 Tower Hill Road 
Newport, RI 02840 
Raymond E. Ricci 
Wakefield, RI 02879 
Elaine Wood 
Anne M. Collins Supervisory Clerk 
Clerk/Magistrate 
458-3153 
RoseMary T. Cant ley 
Clerk Juvenile Deputy Clerk I 
841-8330 458-3290 Jerome Smith 782-4131 
Chief Clerk 
Fifth Division Francis Pickett, Jr. 458-5219 
F A M I L Y C O U R T CASAJGAL Director Garrahy judicial Complex 
458-3330 Patricia I. Dankievitch One Dorrance Plaza 
Garrahy Judicial Complex Deputy Administrator Providence, RI 02903 
1 Dorrance Plaza Kent County 458-5214 
Providence, RI 02903 Leighton Judicial Complex Alice Albuquerque 
222 Quaker Lane Joan M. Godfrey Deputy Clerk I 
George N. DiMuro, Esq. Warwick, RI 02886 Assistant Administrator 458-3157 
Administrator/Magistrate 458-5212 
458-5320 Frank P DeMarco 
First Division 
Garrahy judicial Complex 
One Dorrance Plaza 
Providence, RI 02903 
Sixth Division 
Jean Shepard 
Executive Assistant 
Supervisory Clerk 
822-1600 
Garrahy judicial Complex 
One Dorrance Plaza 
Providence, RI 02903 
458-5320 Newport County 
Murray Judicial Complex Cynthia Clegg Kevin M. Spina 
J. Joseph Baxter 45 Washington Square Principal Administrative Clerk Supervising Clerk 
Executive Assistant Newport, RI 02840 458-3156 458-3144 
458-3203 
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W O R K E R S ' A D M I N I S T R A T I V E T D D / T T Y N U M B E R S 
C O M P E N S A T I O N A D J U D I C A T I O N 
C O U R T C O U R T Licht Judicial Complex 
Gatrahy Judicial Complex 345 Harris Avenue 
(401) 222-3269 
1 Dorrance Plaza 
Providence. RI 02903 
Providence. RI 02909-1082 Ganahy Judicial Complex 
(401) 458-5275 
Dennis I. Revens 
Court Administrator 
458-3409 
Leo Skenyon 
Administrator 
222-2636 
Leighton Judicial Complex 
(401) 822-1607 
Kenneth D. Haupt 
Deputy Administrator 
Raymond Denisewich 
Supervising Accountant 
222-1 199 
McGrath Judicial Complex 
(401) 782-4139 
458-5132 
Murray Judicial Complex 
Arlene E. Maloney 
Assistant Deputy 
Administrator/Systems 
458-3422 
J. Ryder Kenney, Esq. 
Legal Counsel 
222-1170 
(401) 841-8331 
Administrative 
A d j u d i c a t i o n C o u r t 
(401) 222-2994/3096 
Maureen H. Aveno 
Administrator 
Medical Advisory Board 
458-3461 
Dennis R. Cooney 
Senior Assistant 
Administrator 
458-3418 
Edward J. McGovern 
Senior Assistant 
Administrator 
458-3419 
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1994 
Rhode Island Supreme Court 
Appellate Caseflow 
1995 1996 1997 1998 
Added 114 109 110 106 98 
Disposed 98 115 103 98 79 
Pending 110 106 115 124 141 
Civil • 
Added 292 349 296 321 287 
Disposed 280 295 300 329 337 
Pending 298 361 356 348 303 
Certiorari • 
Added 267 239 223 196 196 
Disposed 235 231 244 228 215 
Pending 158 169 151 119 102 
Added 
Disposed 
Pending 
103 65 45 41 42 
92 73 58 49 53 
31 23 14 9 4 
Added 776 762 674 664 623 
Disposed 705 714 705 704 684 
Pending 597 659 636 600 550 
Notices ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Pending 81 26 21 270 208 
Pending Over 180 Days 69 26 21 140 129 
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Manner/Stage of Disposition 
Before Argument 
Total 
Rhode Island Supreme Cour t 
Manner of Disposition 
1994 1995 1996 
394 361 403 
1997 
351 
1998 
Withdrawn 75 84 98 81 87 
Dismissed 126 81 106 97 128 
Petition Granted 7 6 9 5 9 
Petition Denied 176 162 160 147 139 
Other 10 28 30 21 31 
352 
Total 
1 3 1 0 0 
102 120 79 113 83 
0 0 0 0 0 
11 21 14 22 19 
0 0 0 0 1 
84 87 87 104 88 
198 231 181 239 191 
Withdrawn 
Affirmed 
Modified 
Reversed 
Total 
Median Time to Disposition 
Percent Disposed within 
180 Days of Docketing 
2 1 1 0 0 
67 75 72 70 56 
13 7 8 13 12 
31 39 40 31 31 
113 122 121 114 99 
705 714 705 704 684 
7.9 mos. 10.1 mos. 10.4 mos. 11.5 mos. n/a 
7.4 mos. 9.0 mos. 8.8 mos. 10.8 mos. n/a 
43% 33% 35% 32% 35% 
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Withdrawn 
Affirmed 
Modified 
Reversed 
16 G Affirmed 
Other 
After Argument/Motion Calendar 
After Argument/Merits 
Total Dispositions 
AVERAGE TIME TO DISPOSITION 
1994 1995 
Rhode Island Superior Court 
Criminal Case/low 
1996 1997 1998 
Felonies 
Providence/Bristol 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
4,175 
4,389 
4,378 
4,120 
4,765 
4,536 
4,633 
4,629 
4,606 
4,672 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -214 +258 +229 +4 -66 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 
% Over 180 Days Old 
1,278 
726* 
(56.8%) 
1,446 
554* 
(38.3%) 
1,747 
757 
(43.3%) 
1,733 
854 
(49.3%) 
1,674 
812 
(48.5%) 
• Kent 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
772 
667 
863 
716 
646 
749 
632 
704 
689 
786 
Caseload Increase/Decrease + 105 + 147 -103 -72 -97 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 
% Over 180 Days Old 
292 
124 
(42.5%) 
362 
209 
(57.7%) 
271 
134 
(49.4%) 
208 
93 
(44.7%) 
113 
30 
(26.5%) 
Newport 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
412 
467 
395 
362 
409 
470 
359 
426 
276 
316 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -55 +33 -61 -67 -40 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 
% Over 180 Days Old 
77 
40 
(51.9%) 
119 
59 
(49.6%) 
80 
30 
(37.5%) 
57 
19 
(33.3%) 
43 
15 
(34.9%) 
Washington 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
323 
332 
409 
372 
402 
355 
342 
391 
342 
375 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -9 -37 -47 -49 -33 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 
% Over 180 Days Old 
88 
14 
(15.9%) 
123 
35 
(28.5%) 
155 
74 
(47.7%) 
118 
49 
(41.5%) 
68 
17 
(25%) 
Statewide 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
5.682 
5,856 
6,045 
5,570 
6,222 
6,110 
5,966 
6,150 
5,913 
6,149 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -174 +475 + 112 -184 -236 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 
% Over 180 Days Old 
1,735 
904 
(52.1%) 
2,050 
857 
(41.8%) 
2,253 
995 
(44%) 
2,116 
1,015 
(48%) 
1,898 
874 
(46%) 
* Method of determining age of cases modified in 1995. 
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Rhode Island Superior Court 
Manner of Disposition 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Felonies 
Providence!Bristol 
Had 3.923 3.721 4,135 4,145 4,178 
Filed 23 21 10 13 8 
Dismissed 358 299 329 388 406 
Trial 78 79 61 80 73 
Other 7 0 1 3 7 
Total 
* 
4.389 4,120 4,536 4.629 4,672 
Kent 1 
Plead 606 648 653 600 699 
Filed 3 1 9 11 17 
Dismissed 50 47 49 59 37 
Trial 7 14 36 34 30 
Other 1 6 2 0 3 
Total 667 716 749 704 786 
Newport 1 
Plead 407 328 401 357 269 
Filed 9 2 27 27 14 
Dismissed 43 27 39 37 31 
Trial 8 4 3 5 2 
Other 0 1 0 0 0 
Total 467 362 470 426 3 1 6 
Red 
1 
299 344 309 332 320 
Filed 3 4 9 2 9 
Dismissed 23 16 23 32 34 
Trial 7 8 9 21 11 
Other 0 0 5 4 1 
Total 332 372 355 391 375 
Statewide 1 
Plead 5.235 5.041 5.498 5.434 5,466 
Filed 38 28 55 53 48 
Dismissed 474 389 440 516 508 
Trial 100 105 109 140 116 
Other 8 7 8 7 11 
Total 5.855 5.570 6,110 6,150 6,149 
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Rhode Island Superior Court 
Criminal Caseflow 
• 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Misdemeanors 
Providence/Bristol 
Cases Filed 261 268 203 252 402 
Cases Disposed 263 252 224 221 218 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -2 + 16 -21 +31 +184 
Total Pending Cases 146 157 124 138 248 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 121 107 88 83 115 
% Over 180 Days Old (83%) (68%) (71%) (60%) (46.4%) 
Kent 
Cases Filed 116 97 82 81 63 
Cases Disposed 95 102 119 100 69 
Caseload Increase/Decrease +21 -5 -37 -19 -6 
Total Pending Cases 68 67 44 26 14 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 39 56 20 14 8 
% Over 180 Days Old (57%) (83.6%) (45.4%) (53.8%) (57%) 
Cases Filed 90 133 58 31 54 
Cases Disposed 101 150 108 46 72 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -11 -17 -50 -15 -18 
Total Pending Cases 52 43 17 12 18 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 18 31 11 4 10 
% Over 180 Days Old (35%) (72%) (64.7%) (33.3%) (56%) 
Washington 
Cases Filed 60 236 303 64 42 
Cases Disposed 67 194 374 132 65 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -7 +42 -71 -68 -23 
Total Pending Cases 20 114 78 27 15 
Cases over 180 Days Old 12 44 55 19 4 
% over 180 Days Old (60%) (38.6%) (70.5%) (70.4%) (27%) 
Statewide 
Cases Filed 527 734 646 428 561 
Cases Disposed 526 698 825 499 424 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -1 +36 -179 -71 +137 
Total Pending Cases 286 381 263 203 295 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 190 238 174 120 137 
% Over 180 Days Old (66%) (62.5%) (66%) (59.1%) (46.4%) 
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Rhode Island Superior Court 
Manner of Disposition 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
1 Misdemeanors 
1 Providence/Bristol 
Plead 165 119 158 143 154 
Filed 21 16 13 7 5 
Dismissed 65 103 42 46 38 
Trial 6 8 7 14 17 
Other 6 6 4 11 4 
Total 263 252 224 221 218 
1 Kent 
Plead 67 70 74 63 40 
Filed 8 13 15 14 16 
Dismissed 10 12 19 13 9 
Trial 0 4 5 8 2 
Other 10 3 6 2 2 
Total 95 102 119 100 69 
1 Newport 
Plead 59 95 48 20 38 
Filed 13 16 12 6 12 
Dismissed 26 21 27 11 14 
Trial 2 3 5 1 5 
Other I 15 16 8 3 
Total 101 150 108 46 72 
Plead 41 131 205 88 35 
Filed 16 41 122 20 11 
Dismissed 7 14 39 13 15 
Trial 0 3 7 9 3 
Other 3 5 1 2 1 
Total 67 194 374 132 65 
| Statewide 
Plead 332 415 485 314 267 
Filed 58 86 162 47 44 
Dismissed 108 150 127 83 76 
Trial 8 18 24 32 27 
Other 20 29 27 23 10 
Total 526 698 825 499 424 
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1994 1995 
Rhode Island 
1996 
Superior Court 
Civil Case/low 
1997 1998 
I Civil Actions 
Providence/Bristol 
Total Cases Filed 
Trial Calendar Summary: 
Cases Added 
Cases Disposed 
7,099 
2,026 
2,207 
6,959 
2,105 
2,171 
6,695 
2,236 
2,051 
6,226 
2,091 
2,006 
6,479 
1,893 
2,006 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Pending at Year End 
-187 
3,411 
-66 
3,238 
+ 185 
3,244 
+85 
3,272 
-113 
3,142 
Kent 
Total Cases Filed 
Trial Calendar Summary: 
Cases Added 
Cases Disposed 
1,070 
297 
498 
1.159 
345 
445 
1,074 
399 
371 
1,082 
374 
478 
1,071 
276 
240 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Pending at Year End 
-201 
655 
-100 
540 
+28 
584 
-104 
471 
+36 
475 
| Newport 
Total Cases Filed 
Trial Calendar Summary: 
Cases Added 
Cases Disposed 
596 
122 
149 
556 
181 
182 
605 
206 
132 
568 
135 
143 
543 
137 
203 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Pending at Year End 
-27 
262 
-1 
266 
+74 
337 
-8 
317 
-66 
225 
k m s s s s h 
Total Cases Filed 
Trial Calendar Summary: 
Cases Added 
Cases Disposed 
687 
182 
246 
762 
215 
244 
684 
236 
311 
704 
216 
302 
654 
243 
220 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Pending at Year End 
• 
-64 
453 
-29 
430 
-75 
343 
-86 
245 
+23 
271 
I Statewide 
Total Cases Filed 
Trial Calendar Summary: 
Cases Added 
Cases Disposed 
9,452 
2,627 
3,100 
9.436 
2,846 
3,042 
9,058 
3,077 
2,865 
8,580 
2,816 
2,929 
8,747 
2,548 
2,669 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Pending at Year End 
-473 
4,781 
-196 
4,474 
+212 
4,508 
-113 
4305 
-121 
4,113 
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Rhode Island Superior Court 
Manner of Disposition- Trial Calendar Only 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Civil Actions 
Providence/Bristol 
Verdicts 117 95 104 90 117 
Judicial Decisions 61 105 70 78 80 
Total Trials 178 200 174 168 197 
Dismissed/Settled/Other 1,571 1,598 1,554 1,477 1,485 
Arbitration/Other Exceptions 458 373 323 361 324 
Total Disposed 2,207 2,171 2,051 2,006 2,006 
Kent 1 
Verdicts 16 23 11 20 3 
Judicial Decisions 13 21 18 21 8 
Total Trials 29 44 29 41 11 
Dismissed/Settled/ Other 363 319 285 370 120 
Arbitration/Other Exceptions 106 82 57 67 109 
Total Disposed 498 445 371 478 240 
Newport 1 
Verdicts 3 9 4 9 1 
Judicial Decisions 1 6 3 4 7 
Total Trials 4 15 7 13 8 
Dismissed/Settled/Other 127 142 108 116 175 
Arbitration 18 25 17 14 20 
Total Disposed 149 182 132 143 203 
Washington 1 
Verdicts 6 13 6 11 16 
Judicial Decisions 18 10 11 23 8 
Total Trials 24 23 17 34 24 
Dismissed/ Settled/Other 190 199 237 209 173 
Arbitration/Other Exceptions 32 22 57 59 23 
„ 
Total Disposed 246 244 311 302 220 
Statewide | 
Verdicts 142 140 125 130 137 
Judicial Decisions 93 142 102 126 103 
Total Trials 235 282 227 256 240 
Dismissed/ Settled/Other 2,251 2,258 2,184 2,172 1,953 
Arbitration/Other Exceptions 614 502 454 501 476 
Total Disposed 3,100 3,042 2,865 2,929 2,669 
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Rhode Island Family Court 
Juvenile Caseflow 
JUVENILE FILINGS BY CATEGORY 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Wayward/Delinquent 7,174 7,386 7,776 7,516 6,880 
Dependancy/Neglect/Abuse 1,510 1,699 1,606 1,523 1,770 
Termination/Parental Rights 440 536 396 358 396 
Adoption/Guardianship 528 537 690 598 591 
Violations 462 610 713 806 854 
Other 57 49 57 70 64 
Total Filings 10,171 10,817 11,238 10,871 10,555 
Juvenile Filings bv Location 1 
Providence/Bristol 7,159 7,497 7,789 7,509 7,154 
Kent 1,378 1,382 1,377 1,503 1,446 
Newport 798 838 888 802 808 
Washington 836 1,100 1,184 1,057 1,147 
Total 10,171 10,817 11,238 10,871 10,555 
Juvenile Calendar Results 
for Wayward/Delinquent 
Cases Only 
Providence/Bristol 
Filed • * * 4,870 4366 
Disposed * * • 5,066 4,417 
Increase/Decrease • • -196 -101 
Total Pending 713 567 458 450 392 
Cases Over 90 Days Old 490 306 208 183 176 
Kent 
Filed • * * 1,174 1,050 
Disposed * * * 1,106 1,070 
Increase/Decrease • • 68 -20 
Total Pending 76 84 73 71 109 
Cases Over 90 Days Old 40 23 28 36 43 
Newport 
Filed * * * 634 605 
Disposed * * * 706 562(93%) 
Increase/Decrease • • « -72 43 
Total Pending 72 46 28 40 50 
Cases Over 90 Days Old 47 17 9 10 28 
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Rhode Island Family Court 
Juvenile Caseflow (continued from previous page.) 
1994 1995 -V.. 1996 1997 % 1998 
Filed » 838 859 
Disposed * * * 871 755(88%) 
Increase/Decrease • • * -33 102 
Total Pending 109 85 51 53 100 
Cases Over 90 Days Old 80 46 8 20 58 
Statewide 
Filed * « 7,516 6,880 
Disposed * * * 7,749 6,795 
Increase/Decrease • * • -233 85 
Total Pending 970 782 610 614 663 
Cases Over 90 Days Old 657 392 253 249 308 
Average Time to 
Adjudication/Disposition for 
Wayward/Delinquent Cases 113.7 days 150.6 days 101.3 days 94.9 days 80 days 
* Not available. 
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Rhode Island Family Court 
Domestic Relations Caseflow 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Divorce Petitions Filed 
Providence/Bristol 2,774 2,827 2,813 2,679 2,785 
Kent 796 761 838 859 871 
Newport 397 366 362 393 369 
Washington 512 587 537 595 612 
Statewide Total 4,479 4,541 4,550 4,526 4,637 
Abuse Complaints Filed 
Providence/Bristol 2,339 2,464 2,120 2,113 2,066 
Kent 360 385 367 396 358 
Newport 191 189 262 222 211 
Washington 235 282 227 257 183 
Statewide Total 3,125 3,320 2,976 2,988 2,818 
Contested Divorce Calendar Results 1 
Providence/Bristol 
Total Pending Cases 178 161 169 47* 24* 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 59 21 42 23 11 
Cases Over 360 Days Old 8 5 15 6 4 
•Cases Over 360 Days Old 2 26 
Kent 
Total Pending Cases 49 33 34 49 45 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 8 3 5 6 3 
Cases Over 360 Days Old 1 0 0 0 0 
Newport 
Total Pending Cases 26 25 11 14 12 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 10 6 4 2 2 
Cases Over 360 Days Old 4 1 0 0 0 
Washington 
Total Pending Cases 38 41 27 11 16 
Cases Over 180 Days Old 16 10 6 0 2 
Cases Over 360 Days Old 2 4 2 0 0 
Statewide 
Total Pending Cases 291 260 241 121 97 
Cases Over 180 Day. Old. 93 40 57 31 18 
Cases Over 360 Days Old 15 10 17 6 4 
6,979 5,631 6,407 5,124 3,370 
Total Hearings Related to Support 15,839 16,339 17,627 20,864 23,974 
* All new filings are handled under the case management process adopted in 1996. 
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Rhode Island District Court 
Criminal Caseflow 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
3,350 3.244 3,224 3,053 2,584 
4,094 3,760 2,728 2,423 2,489 
-744 -516 -496 +630 +95 
166 178 244 131 141 
29 0 0 6 7 
6,251 5,583 5,539 5,610 5,236 
5,731 5,989 6,642 5,624 5,050 
+520 -406 -1,003 -14 +186 
178 299 207 338 345 
1 0 0 73 50 
3,501 3,725 3,124 3,085 3,437 
3,865 3,865 2,907 3,067 3,302 
+68 -140 +217 +18 +135 
216 187 157 186 251 
26 13 14 17 18 
15,862 
14,852 
+ 1,010 
16,292 
15,493 
+799 
15,361 
14,704 
+657 
15,002 
14,478 
f524 
28,490 28,414 28,179 27,109 26,259 
26,943 28,466 27,670 25,818 25,319 
+ 1,547 -52 +509 + 1,291 +940 
14,897 15,350 14,664 14,224 
4,465 4,931 4,435 4,214 
5,933 6,148 6,631 5,977 
457 494 412 256 
1,191 1,543 1,528 648 
26,943 28,466 27,670 * 2 5 3 1 9 
6,652 6,676 6,453 5,878 5,941 
48,110 46,677 48,002 44,273 42,574 
748 1,028 934 922 622 
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15,388 
13,685 
+ 1,703 
Misdemeanors 
Second Division Cases Filed isposed 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 60 Days Old 
Third Division Cases Filed Disposed 
Caseload Increase/Decrease Total Pending Cases Cases Over 60 Days Old 
Fourth Division 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 60 Days Old 
Sixth Division 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Total Pending Cases 
Cases Over 60 Days Old 
Courtwide 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
Manner of Disposition 
Plead 
Filed 
Dismissed 
Trials 
Other 
Total 
Felonies Courtwide 
Filed-i 
Felonies and Misdemeanors 
Courtwide 
Charges Filed 
Bail Hearings 
' Not available. 
Rhode Island District Court 
Civil Caseflow 
1994 1995 1996 1997 
Regular Civil 
Second Division 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
1,097 
1,226 
1,077 
1,210 
1,256 
1,284 
1,191 
1,301 
1,169 
1337 
Caseload Increase/Decrease 
V- .. 
-129 -133 -28 -110 -168 
Third Division 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
1,461 
1,922 
2,290 
1,982 
2,385 
1,823 
2,341 
2,655 
2,199 
2,918 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -461 +308 +562 -314 -719 
Fourth Division 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
2,121 
1,579 
1,175 
1,552 
1,126 
1,180 
1,206 
1,109 
1,148 
982 
Caseload Increase/Decrease +542 -377 -54 +97 -166 
Sixth Division 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
12,153 
9,894 
11,567 
9,604 
12,379 
10,706 
11,635 
9,952 
11,969 
8,885 
Caseload Increase/Decrease +2,259 +1,963 + 1,673 + 1,683 -3,084 
Courtwide 
Cases Filed 
Cases Disposed 
16,832 
14,621 
16,109 
14,348 
17,146 
14,993 
16,373 
15,017 
16,485 
14,122 
Manner of Disposition 
Defaults 
Settlements 
Judgements 
Transfers 
Other 
5,847 
4,118 
4,645 
11 
0 
5,133 
4,566 
4,613 
0 
36 
5,535 
4,185 
5,263 
0 
10 
6,421 
4,032 
4,554 
0 
10 
5,827 
3,492 
4,794 
0 
9 
Total 14,621 14,348 14,993 15,017 14,122 
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Rhode Island District Court 
Small Claims Caseflow 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998. 
Regular Civil 
Second Division 
Cases Filed 1,034 1,160 1,472 1,327 1,192 
Cases Disposed 1,586 1,925 1,330 1,518 1,387 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -552 -765 -142 -191 -195 
Third Division 
Cases filed 1,370 2,250 2,506 2,918 2,750 
Cases Disposed 2,198 2,697 2,657 4,675 4,192 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -828 -447 -151 -1,757 -1,442 
Fourth Division 
Cases Filed 1,350 1,196 1,212 1,391 1,433 
Cases Disposed 1,469 1,442 1,360 1,682 1,746 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -119 -246 -148 -291 -313 
Sixth Dfuision 
Cases Filed 9,986 10,318 10,075 12,178 12,962 
Cases Disposed 11,663 12,524 10,937 11,917 14,225 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -1,677 -2,206 -862 +261 -1,263 
Courtwide 
Cases Filed 13,740 14,924 15,265 17,814 18,337 
Cases Disposed 16,916 18,588 16,284 19,792 21,556 
Defaults 7,800 9.459 9,029 10,193 12,285 
Settlements 6,858 6,815 5,116 7,007 6,554 
Judgements 2,258 2,314 2,139 2,592 2,717 
Total 16,916 18,588 16,284 19,792 21,556 
Other Categories 
Domestic Abuse 1,041 1,199 1,155 1,078 961 
Administrative Appeals 356 211 163 143 67 
Mental Health Hearings * * * 755 537 
* Not available. 
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Workers' Compensation Court 
Caseload Summary 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Petitions Filed 
Employee Petitions 
Original -
To Review 
2nd Injury 
To Enforce 
3,548 
1,906 
3 
886 
3,418 
1,830 
7 
748 
3,154 
1,613 
17 
616 
2,918 
1,555 
5 
640 
2,807 
1,476 
9 
608 
Total 6,343 6,003 5,400 5,118 4,900 
Employer Petitions 
To Review 2,454 1,977 1.755 1,674 1,566 
Other 
Lump Sum. Settlement 1,303 1,137 931 877 836 
Hospital/Physician Fees 
Other 
188 
302 
112 
283 
44 
239 
38 
187 102 
Total 1,793 1,532 1,214 1,102 938 
Total Petitions 10,590 9,512 8,369 7,894 7,404 
Total Dispositions 11,020 9,599 8,831 8,219 7,743 
Caseload Increase/Decrease -430 -87 -462 -325 -339 
Total Pending Caseload 3,662 3,535 3,087 2,796 2,462 
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Workers Compensation Court 
Manner of Disposition 
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Manner/Stage of Disposition 
Pretrial 
Pretrial Order 3,139 2,677 2,430 2,136 2,087 
Order 4 2 11 4 23 
Decree 34 18 20 12 31 
Consent Decree 185 158 126 133 97 
Major Surgery 106 81 62 60 24 
Withdrawn 2,749 2,201 1,638 1,394 1,109 
Discontinued 57 36 31 25 38 
Dismissed 121 73 45 32 35 
Other 54 401 743 882 968 
Total 6,449 5,647 5,106 4,678 4,412 
Trial 
Decision 1,580 908 814 804 777 
Consent Decree 347 351 322 329 328 
Trial Claim Withdrawn 826 709 694 679 685 
Petition Withdrawn 357 285 264 329 206 
Order 78 88 130 91 113 
Dismissed 68 43 37 33 43 
Discontinue 32 4 8 9 4 
Other 939 1,243 1,063 1,005 900 
Total 4,227 3,631 3,332 3,279 3,079 
Appeals 344 321 393 262 252 
Total Dispositions 11,020 9,599 8,831 8,219 7,743 
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Total Summonses Issued 
AAC Summonses Issued 
AAC Summonses Disposed 
Breakdown of Disposed Summonses 
Court Hearings 
Pay by Mail 
Total 
Activity Summary for Certain Categories 
Breathalyzer Refusals 
Filed 
Disposed 
Insurance 
Filed 
Disposed 
Appeals Filed 
" Information incomplete due to a backlog in data entry. 
Administrative Adjudication Court 
Caseload Summary 
1996 1997 1998 
159,530 156,776 164,059 
99,371 92,028 99,389 
101,962 96,014 106,512* 
52,629 57,073 79,115 
49,333 38,941 27,397* 
101,962 96,014 106,512* 
1,823 1,861 1,687 
1,873 1,692 1,958 
14,282 12,707 10,055 
8,582 15,817 17,221 
659 690 1,256 
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